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An Unusual Appeal. 


An earnest and strong presentation of alleged | 


*{njustice toward Caleb Powers in his trial and 
conviction for the murder of Governor Goebel 


is made in a circular addressed to lawyers | 


throughout the United States and signed by 
Louis N. Dembitz, of the Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, bar. He charges that the grand jury 
and the petit jury were packed, and that the 
witnesses were perjured and bribed. He also 
condemns the charge of the judge to the jury 


in respect to an imputed liability for murder, | 


to the effect that one who had participated in 


a conspiracy to intimidate may be guilty of | 
murder if a homicide is committed by a fellow | 
conspirator. It is obvious that the chances of | 


a just result must have been greatly endangered 
by the high tide of violent political passions 
in the state, and by the extraordinary induce- 
ment to perjury made by the offered reward 
of $100,000. But comment on this case may 
well be postponed pending the decision which 
will doubtless be obtained from the court of 
last resort. 


ee 


Federal Stamp Law in State Courts. 


The stamp tax provisions of the war revenue 
law raise some very interesting questions which 
are not yet finally decided. The power of 
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Congress to provide that a document shall not 
be admissible in evidence in a state court with- 
out a stamp is very doubtful. The supreme 
court of Nevada held, in Knox ». Rossi, 48 L. 
R. A. 305, that this provision of Congress had 
| no application in state courts, but did not pass 
upon the power of Congress to make it so 
apply. A large number of cases hold that 
similar provisions in the acts of 1864, 1865, 
and 1866 were not intended to apply to state 
courts, while many other cases hold that Con- 
gress had no power to prescribe a rule of evi- 
| dence for such courts, Other cases, however, 
hold that those acts did apply to state courts. 
Under the war revenue act of 1898 all the 
decisions thus far rendered hold this provision 
inapplicable to state courts, 

In respect to the provision that a document 
shall not be valid unless stamped, there is the 
same uncertainty in the decisions, so far as 
respects the enforcement of written obligations 
in state courts. These questions are highly 
interesting, and it would be a source of much 
satisfaction if they could be determined by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. As 
practical questions under the present statute, 
they are not very important because the pro- 
visions for penalties are amply suflicient to 





| insure obedience to the law. 


—_<—___—_ 


Special Privileges of Surety Companies: 





Statutes giving to surety companies certain 
special powers in respect to the business of 
suretyship havé come in question in several 
instances. A Pennsylvania statute authoriz- 
ing a guardian, receiver, assignee, committee, 
trustee, executor, or administrator, who is re- 
quired by law or by order of court to give 
bond as such, to include as part of his lawful 
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expenses in executing the trust such reason- 
able sum allowed by court as he may have 
paid to a duly authorized surety company for 
becoming his surety, was contested in Te 
Clark (Pa.) 48 L, R. A. 587, on the ground 
that it a constitutional provision 
against granting special or exclusive privileges 
to any corporation, but the statute was held 
valid. 
the other cases on the subject are practically 
unanimous in holding that statutes autho: 
a surety company to become sole surety on a 


58 


violated 


In a note to the case it is shown that 
zing 


bond or undertaking, or to act in a fiduciary 
capacity without other security than that 
afforded by its capital stock, is not invalid as 
granting a special or exclusive privilege. 

The rapid and great development of the 


business of such companies in recent years has | 


been due to the need of their services. The 
ability of a person when appointed to a fiduci- 
ary position to obtain the required surety on 
his official bond without being obliged to ask 
his personal friends to assume obligations for 
him is one that is 
appreciated. It is fortunate that the statutes 
making this possible are found to be valid. 
- 3 
Discrimination against Women in 
Police Regulations. 


in many instances highly 





There are many ordinances aimed at 
prevention of immorality which apply to 
women only, or which clearly discriminate 


against women in their provisions. The con- 


stitutionality of such discrimination has rarely | 


been raised in the courts. Such ordinances 
have sometimes been attacked on the ground 
of interfering with liberty, but rarely on the 
ground of discrimination between the sexes. 
In a few cases, however, statutes and ordi 
nances have been assailed on the ground that 
they make an unconstitutional discrimination 
against women 
from the 


Statutes excluding women 


selling 


business of 
quors by authori 
been upheld. Statutes and ordinances mak- 
ing it unlawful for any person to sell 


intoxicating li- 
zing licenses to men only have 


liquors 
in any place where women are employed, and 
ordinances making it unlawful 
women in such a place or to be there, have 
also been have 
rested on the ground that there were special 


sustained. These decisions 
reasons for the discrimination,—that the pres- 
ence of women at such places was likely to 
result in gross immorality. The only difficulty 
that the courts have found in upholding pro- 
visions of this kind has arisen under the Cali- 
fornia Constitution, providing that no person 
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the | 


to employ | 





shall, on account of sex, be disqualified from 
| engaging in any lawful business, vocation, or 
| profession. Under that provision it was held 
that a woman could not be prohibited by ordi- 
nance from being a waitress in a bar-room. 
Another class of cases in which ordinapces 
have been held invalid for infringing on the 
| constitutional rights of women to personal 
liberty have involved discrimination against 
women, but have not turned upon the ques- 
tion of discrimination. These have involved 
ordinances regulating the conduct of lewd 
women. Some of them, like that of Dunn 2. 
Com., use of Catlettsburg (Ky.) 48 L. R. A. 
701, have upheld ordinances keeping such 
women off the streets during the hours of 
|night. But other ordinances have gone be- 
yond reasonable regulation of conduct, and 
have attempted practically to proscribe, out 
law, or exile all women known to be disrepu- 
table. Thus, the case of Hechinger v. Mays- 
ville (Ky.) 49 L. R. A. 114, holds that an 
ordinance making it unlawful to associate, es- 
cort, converse, or loiter with any such woman, 
either by day or by night, upon any of the 
| streets or alleys of the city, except for her 
| husband, father, brother, or other male rela- 
tive, is invalid, both because any person should 
| be allowed to converse with her long enough 


to transact any necessary and legitimate busi- 
and of 
discrimination between the persons who may 


ness, also because its unreasonable 


speak to her and those who may not. A type 
| of another class of cases is Gastineau v. Com, 
(Ky.) 49 L. R. A. 111, holding that an ordi- 
nance is void when it makes it unlawful for 
any woman to go into or to stand within 50 


feet of any building where intoxicating liquor 


| is sald, since this is an unnecessary interfer- 
j} ence with individual liberty. 

| Itis somewhat strange that the element of 
discrimination against women has not been 
But it 
seems to be entirely reasonable to say that 
ordinances aimed against women of this class, 
or which make provisions as to them which 
are not equally applicable to men, may, never- 
theless, be constitutional, That is to say, the 
discrimination may not be unjust, but may be 
entirely justified by the necessities of the case, 
and by the differences between the relations of 
women and men to the problem involved 
Classification of such women in police regu- 
lations which do not apply to men may be 
held constitutional so far as it is based upon 


more discussed in this class of cases. 





the essentially different relation which they 
sustain to the evil to be remedied. 
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Constitutional Right of Women to En- 
gage in Business, 


The new era that has come in the life of 
women since they began to invade all kinds of 
business has brought some questions not yet 
settled concerning their constitutional rights 
to choose their occupations, 

Business of a kind which needs police regu- 
lation is to be distinguished, with respect to 
the right of a woman or other person to engage 
in it, from the common employments which 
need no regulation. Thus, the business of 
selling intoxicating liquors is universally held 
to be subject to police regulation, and statutes 





limiting the privilege of engaging in it to male 
citizens have been frequently upheld. There | 
are obvious reasons why a business so liable | 
to demoralize a community should not be open 
to women, since, as the courts have often said, 


the mingling of the sexes in places where 
liquors are sold is likely to result in gross im- 
morality. 


A constitutional right of woman to practice 
law has been denied by the Supreme Court of | 
the United States in Bradwell v. Illinois, 16 
Wall. 130, 21 L. ed. 442, and Re Lockwood, 
154 U. 8. 116, 38 L. ed. 929. But the practice 
of law is clearly distinguishable from ordinary | 
employments, as it has always been regarded 
by the courts as an official function subject to 
regulation by the courts, 


The right of women to engage in the various 
common and harmless occupations of every- 
day life is exercised in these days without | 
much hindrance. But the power of the legis- | 
lature to exclude women from such occupa- 
tions seems to be asserted by Mr. Justice Brad- 
ley in his‘concurring opinion in the case of | 
Bradwell 2. Illinois, where hesays: ‘In view | 
of the peculiar characteristics, destiny, and | 
mission of women, it is within the province of | 
the legislature to ordain what oflices, positions, 
and callings shall be filled and discharged by | 
men, and shall receive the benefit of those | 
energies and responsibilities and that decision | 
and firmness which are presumed to predom- | 
inate in the sterner sex.” Such language as | 
this, conceding that it might well be used with 
respect to the case in hand, which was the | 
right of women to practise law, ought not to go | 
unchallenged if interpreted to apply to ordin- 
ary employments. The constitutional guar- 
anty of the equal privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the United States cannot apply to 
the case, as the decisions, beginning with that 
in the Slaughter House Cases, 16 Wall. 36, 77, 


21 L. ed. 394, 407, have held that that provi- 
sion of the Federal Constitution merely gives 
to citizens of other states the same rights which 
a state gives to its own citizens, But the equal 
privileges and immunities which a state Con- 
stitution gives to its own citizens must surely 
include the privilege of earning a livelihood 
in any lawful and harmless occupation. The 
other provisions of the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution are also am- 
ple to insure this rightto women. To exclude 
women from such occupations would be a 
gross violation of the prohibitions against de- 
priving any person of liberty or property with- 
out due process of law, or denying to any 


| person the equal protection of the laws. Mr. 


Justice Bradley’s opinion in the Bradwell Case 
says: ‘* The natural and proper timidity and 
delicacy which belong to the female sex evi- 
dently unfits it for many occupations of civil 
life. The constitution of the family organiza- 
tion, which is founded in the divine ordinance 
as well as in the nature of things, indicates the 
domestic sphere as that which properly belongs 
to the domain and functions of womanhood.” 
But, if any legislature should attempt to re- 
strict women to the domestic sphere, and ex- 
clude them from all professional, manufact- 
uring, and business offices and establishments 
of every kind, there can be small doubt that it 
would be speedily declared unconstitutional. 


—— 


Threatening Circulars. 


Attempts to destroy or cripple the business 


| of a rival by threatening his customers with 


suits for infringement are not infrequent. 
Threatening circulars are sometimes sent out 
by a manufacturer whose claims of infringe- 
ment are so baseless and dishonest that he can. 
not be induced to bring any suits to establish 
them, but who persists, nevertheless, in mak- 
ing threats to frighten customers away from 
his competitor. There has been much doubt 
as to a remedy for this wrong. For threats of 
infringement suits made in good faith, even if 
there is no infringement, there is clearly no 
remedy, but, when the threats are made in bad 
faith, and with the malicious purpose of wrong- 
fully injuring a rival in business, there must 
be some remedy, unless the spirit of justice has 
departed from our jurisprudence. 

The right to an injunction in such case has 
been upheld in some cases and denied in others, 
as appears from the note in 16 L. R. A. 248. 
In the Missouri case of Flint ». Hutchinson 
Smoke Burner Company, with which that note 
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appears, the court refused to grant an injunc- 
tion until the alleged slander of title of the 
patent had been determined in an action at law. 
In Kidd ov. Horry, 28 Fed. Rep. 773, Mr. Jus- 
tice Bradley also denied that an injunction 
could be granted against threats of infringe- 
On the 
other hand, such an injunction was granted 
by Judge Blodgett in Emack v. Kane, 34 Fed. 
Rep. 46, and also by a state judge in Croft v. 
Richardson, 59 How. Pr. Other cases, 
without granting any injunctions against 
threatening circulars, have intimated that it 
might be done if the threats were false and 
malicious. Such are the cases of Celluloid 
Mfz. Co. ». Goodyear Dental Vulcanite Co. 
13 Blatchf. 875; Kelley o. Ypsilanti Dress 
Stay Mfg. Co. 44 Fed. Rep. 19, 10 L. R. A. 
686; Hovey v. Rubber Tip Pencil Co, 57 N. 
Y. 119; and Chase v. Tuttle, 27 Fed. Rep. 110. 
The authority on this side is greatly strength- 
ened by the very recent case of A. B. Farquhar 
Co. v. National Harrow Co. 102 Fed. Rep. 
714, in which the United States circuit court 
of appeals for the third circuit has upheld the 
right to an injunction against malicious circu- 
lars when they are used for the sole purpose 
of destroying the business of a rival. 


ment, even if they were malicious. 


Qr 


3856. 


27 


The right to an action at law to recover 
damages for falsely and maliciously charging 
infringement of a patent, copyright, or trade- 
mark is fully sustained by several decisions, 
among which are Snow 2. Judson, 38 Barb. 
210; McElwee ov. Blackwell, 94 N. C. 261; 
Andress v. Deschler, 45 N. J. L. 167; Dicks 
e. Brooks, L. R. 15 Ch. Div. and Barley 
e. Walford, 9 Q. B. 197. There may be difti- 
culties in the way of proving such a case, but 
the right of action when it can be proved is | 
clear. 


99. 


~~ 





Unsafe Reliance on Records of Title, 


The uncertainty and risk of reliance upon | 
records of title is sharply illustrated in the re- | 
cent remarkable case of Marden v. Dorthy, 
160 N. Y. 39, 46 L. R. A. 694. One who, by 
the records of title, clearly appeared to be the 
owner of land, obtained a loan and gave a 
mortgage on the property, when the recorded 
instrument which purported to be a convey- 
ance to him, and which bore the genuine sig- 
nature of the nominal grantor and also of a 
notary public, was in fact void because ob- 
tained by some trick or fraud, and without | 
any intent to execute it as a deed. The court 
held that, notwithstanding the apparent title 








of the mortgagor shown by the records, on 
the faith of which the money was loaned, yet, 
as the apparent title was not real, the record 
thereof was no protection, and the mortgage 
based thereon was void. The recording law 
was denied any application to a forged or 
fraudulent instrument, 

This decision does not greatly increase the 
risk of reliance upon records, since it merely 
applies to the unusual case of a false deed 
with a genuine signature obtained by fraud 
the rule applicable to deeds with forged signa- 
tures. But it emphasizes the danger of con- 
cealed flaws in apparently perfect record titles. 
Many people, including some lawyers, appear 
to suppose that the records can usually be re- 
lied on to show with exact certainty who are 
the owners of real property. But this has 
nearly always been an impossibility. For in- 
stance, when the former owner of property 
has died without a will, the records do not, 
and cannot, show who the present owner may 
be. Even a probate of heirship provided for 
by such laws as that of New York furnishes 
only a presumption which is not conclusive. 
A concealed marriage of a property owner 
who is supposed to be unmarried may encum- 
ber a title obtained from him with unsus- 
pected dower rights. Title obtained from the 
supposed heirs of a landowner, who were 
born and reared in his home, may be defeated 
by proof that they are children of a void mar- 
riage, and that some previously unheard-of 
heir by an early but secret marriage is the 
true owner. The facts of family relationship 
are necessary links in the chain of nearly 


jevery title, but they are necessarily unsus- 


ceptible of being proved by the records. Add 
to the uncertainties of this kind those that 
arise from the possibilities of forgery and 
fraud, and it can readily be seen that the rec- 
ord title of land is very far from being a sure 
reliance. Fortunately the probabilities of 
these concealed flaws in title are much less 
than the possibilities. Loss from reliance on 
the records is unusual, yet the risks ought to 
be fully understood. 


Ee 


Postal Checks, 


The inconvenience experienced in sending 
fifty cents or a dollar, or any other sma!l sum 
of money, by mail, is a reproach to our postal 
service. For such a small remittance the cost 
of bank exchange is often practically probib- 
itory, while the time and troubie of a trip to 
the postoffice to get a postal order may amvunt 
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to more than the whole remittance. The 
necessary expense and bother of making such 
a remittance greatly restrict the number of 
small business transactions which would oth- 
erwise be carried on through the mails. This 
causes loss to the postal revenues and greater 
loss to the people. 

A remedy for this long standing annoyance 
and hindrance to business was recently under 
consideration in Congress. The Post Check 
Currency Bill proposes an exceedingly simple 
solution of the problem. It is to replace the 
present one, two and five dollar bills with 
bills of a new form called postal-check notes, 
each of which shall circulate as money to the 
same extent as our present bills do, but shall 
be made payable to the payee therein named, 
if any, otherwise to the bearer. The effect of 
this is that any holder of such a bill which he 
holds as money can at any time, by filling in 
the name and address of a payee, turn the bill 
into a check upon the government payable to 
such payee, or to some other person to whom 
he may indorse it. The bill also provides that 
$50,000 of United States notes of larger de- 
nomination shall be replaced by fractional 
currency in the form of these postal checks, 
that a two-cent postage stamp must be used 
on each check of $1 or more, and a one-cent 
stamp on a note of less amount, that such a 
check shall be redeemed when presented by 
the payee or his indorsee at the postoffice 
uamed or at the treasury or a subtreasury, 
and, when redeemed, shall be canceled and 
replaced by a new postal-check of equal 
amount. The amount of money in circula- 
tion would be neither increased nor dimin- 
ished by the provisions of this bill. A con- 
siderable revenue to the government, after 
paying the expense of reissuing new checks to 
replace those canceled, would be provided by 
the stamps used on the checks, and by the in- 
creased use of other stamps to pay postage on 
the increased volume of mail orders, No one 
can doubt that a far greater number of letters 
would be sent if it were possible to send a 
dollar or other small sum of money without 
any expense except that of a postage stamp 
or any inconvenience except writing the name 
and address of the payee in a blank space 
upon a dollar or two dollar bill. But over and 
above the resulting increase of the revenue to 
the government and the increase of business 
generally by mail, there is the gain to multi 
tudes of people in convenience and freedom 
from petty annoyance such as they are now 
subjected to whenever they wish to remit by 


ent countries of the world, 





mail for a newspaper or magazine or for any 
of the thousand small articles that they may 
wish to order from a distance. The demand 
for the postal-check system or something 
equivalent thereto ought to be irresistible. 


ee 


Uniformity of Laws, 








It is clearly impossible to secure entire uni- 
formity in the laws of the different states of 
the United States, to say nothing of the differ- 
But attempts have 
been made in both these directions. The de- 
sirability of securing such uniformity as may 
be possible seems so clear that it is a wonder 
that anyone can question it, though it has in 
fact been questioned recently in an address by 
George B. Rose before the Arkansas State Bar 
Association, on the ground that the judges 
would defeat the benefits of uniform laws by 
the diversity of their decisions upon them. 
This is not a just description of the attitude of 
the judges, There may be now and then a 
judge who does not care for the decisions of 
other states. There are some lawyers so pro- 
vincial as to think that authorities from other 
jurisdictions are of no importance to them. 
But these persons have a somewhat swelled 
idea of the relative importance of their local 
tribunals, and a corresponding ignorance of 
the wealth of judicial learning elsewhere. 
The ablest judges fully recognize the great 
value of authorities in other jurisdictions, and 
treat them with the respect which they deserve, 

The work already done by the American 
Bar Association towards securing greater uni- 
formity in state laws is very encouraging. 
Recognizing the fact that complete uniformity 
is unattainable, it has begun with some of 
those matters in which uniformity is reasona- 
bly to be expected. The uniform statute as 
to negotiable paper has already been adopted 
in many states. The recommendation at the 
last session of the association, of a uniform law 
on divorce, not attempting to define the 
grounds for divorce, but fixing the limits 
within which jurisdiction may be taken to 
grant divorces for causes originating in other 
states, and aiming to cure the evil of fraudulent 
divorces, is entirely practicable. In these and 
other matters in which uniformity of laws 
throughout the United States is of the highest 
importance it seems entirely possible that it 
may be attained. Evefy step in this direction 
is a step farther from chaos and toward order. 
It is a step in the evolution of law toward a 
harmonious and perfect system. 
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Uniformity in the laws of different nations 
seems far more difficult to reach. Any at- 
tempt in this direction may seem at first to be 
hopeless. But, while the extent to which it 
can be secured is doubtless very limited, we 
may hope that some good may be accomplished 
by efforts in this direction. 
ambassador to France, in June last, communi- 
cated to the Department of State a memoran- 
dum submitted by Edmond Kelly ‘‘ regarding 
proposals to the congress on comparative law 
submitted for approval by the State Depart 
ment.” 
ative law are confronted by two difficulties: 
(1) as to the collection of their material; 
as to the application of the material when col 
lected. 


It recites that all who study compar- 


It is in fact practically impossible to 


get a reliable knowledge of the similarities and | 
differences existing between the laws of the | 


different countries. Mr. Kelly’s proposition is 
that some law university, bar association, or 
organization of some kind in each state should 
be induced to draw up an annual abstract of 
the most important legislation of the year, with 
a brief explanation of the conditions which 
made such legislation necessary, and that these 
abstracts be collected and published together. 
As to the utilization of such material when 
collected, he thinks an organized bureau is 
necessary, Which must be something more than 
a purely voluntary organization; that such 
bureau should codify such parts of the law as 
lend themseives to such codification, and make 
recommendations to the legislatures of the var 


ious countries with respect to the adoption of | 


the provisions thus codified. In support of 
this suggestion he offers the following consid 
erations: 

‘1, Such an annual publication as is pro- 
posed would be of value, not only to all our 
universities, but also to all our legislatures: 
and it seems only fair that the legislatures 


which are to profit by such a collection ought } 


to contribute to the expense of editing it. 

‘2. Differences exist between the laws of 
all nations on such subjects as that of negoti- 
able paper; these differences, though trivial 
in themselves, lead to conflict of law and use 
less and expensive litigation. There is, never- 
theless, no reason why the law on this subject, 
of all the civilized countries in the world, 
should not be identically the same, and thus 
eliminate one cause, at least, of commercial 
irritation. Doubtless there are many subjects, 
such as marriage, which are too intimately 
associated with social conditions to permit of 
unification; but there are many other subjects 
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| 
besices negotiable paper, to the unification of 
legislation concerning which no reasonable 
The unification of 
e law of bills of exchange is first proposed 


objection can be urged, 
th 
because it is the one which could 


be accomplished. 


most easily 
Once a law was adopted 
by the principal nations of the world upon 
any one subject, it is likely that the conveni- 
ence attending such unification of a law 
would inspire other efforts in the same dir c- 
tion. 

**3. Obviously, such a bureau could not 
| come into existence without an international 
congress attended by delegates especially in- 
structed by their respective governments. 

“4. A central organized by the 
| principal nations of the world would readily 
command the services of the experts best fit- 
ted to undertake so important a work. 


bureau 


5. A Gentral bureau so organized, with 


the assistance of such experts, woul 


| Gd exercise 
jan authority with the respective legislatures 
|that no mere voluntary organization could 
attain.” 

In conclusion he suggests that a proposition 
be submitted to Congress for inviling all na- 
tions of the world to hold a congress in Paris 
during the coming year, with a view to creat- 
ing such a bureau. 

The Secretary of State forwarded this pro- 
posal to the president of the American Bar 
Association, who replied expressin< his hearty 
approval, and promised to present tre matter 
to the American Bar Association at its com- 
ing session, in August of the present year. 
| This he did; and it may be hoped that some- 
thing will be done to carry this proposal into 
effect, 





— 
A Notice. 
The American Lawyer wishes to have us 
} announce that it has no connection with the 
publication called *‘ The American Lawyer's 
Quarterly.” The similarity in numes might 
easily be misleading. 
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Mentioning only complete notes therein con- 
tained, without including mere reterciice notes to 
| earher annotations. 


Adultery; injunction against enforcing con- 
tracts for illicit intercourse 842 
Adverse Possession; contlict of laws as to 635 
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subjected to whenever they wish to remit by | harmonious and perfect system. 
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Betting; injunction against enforcement of 
contract of 

Compounding Crime; injunction against 
enforcing contracts for 

Confederate Moncey; injunction against 
enforcing contracts for 

Conflict of Laws; when statute of limita- 
tions will govern action in another state or 
country :—(I.) General rule; (II.) excep- 
tions; (III.) where there is no statutory 
provision in forum as to effect of bar of 
other state: (4) contracts: (1) in general; 
(2) cases in which the doctrine that the law 
of the forum governs questioned or denied; 
(3) when right of action extinguished, as 
well as the remedy affected ; (b) judgments: 
(1) in general: (2) where right of action ex- 
tinguished as well as the remedy affected ; 
(c) decedent's estates; (d) adverse posses- 

) usury; (f) liability of stockhold- 

ers; (g) personal injuries; (ih) death; (ij) mis- 

([V.) where statutes of 
forum provide as to effect of bar of other 
state 

Contempt; by board of health in disobeying 
injunction 

Contracts; injunction against enforcing il- 
legal contract 

Corporations; conflict of laws as to limita- 
tion of actions against stockholders 

Death; conflict of laws as to limitation of 
actions for 

Drains; pollution of waters by, see WATERS. 

Eminent Domain; taking or damaging 
property by discharging sewers into waters 

Gambling; injunction against enforcement 
of contract of 

Husband and Wife; injunction against 
enforcing invalid contracts relating to mar- 
riage 

Injunction; against draining sewage into 
stream 


sion; (¢ 


cellaneous cases; 


Allowing injunction in favor of party in pari 
delicto, against enforcing or otherwise pro- 
ceeding with illegal contract:—(I.) Intro- 
ductory; (IL.) contracts for assistance in 
obtaining office; (III.) contracts as to Con- 
federate money; (I1V.) contracts relating 


to marriage: (a) in general; (b) marriage 
brokage bonds; (V.) contracts for illicit 
intercourse: (VI.) betting and gambling 
contracts: (a) in general; (Db) in ease of as- 
Ssignment; (c) relief at law generally; (d) 


judgments; (VII.) contracts for compound- 
ing crime; (VIII.) miscellaneous 
Judgment; conflict of laws as to limitation 
of actions on 
License; to pollute waters 


Limitation of Actions. See CONFLICT oF 
LAWS. 

Master and Servant; servant's right of 
action for injuries received in obeying a 
direct command :—(I.) Introductory; (II. 
direct orders, an immaterial factor, where 
the risk to which they exposed the servant 
was one of those assumed; (III.) contribu- 
tory negligence, when not predicated of 
compliance with a direct order; (1V.) mas- 
ter and servant not upon the same footing; 
(V.) servant usually entitled to act on the 


S44 


848 


843 


698 


44 


S42 


632 


705 


assumption that his master has performed 
and will perform his duty; (VI.) rationale 
of the servant's right to rely on the master: 
(a) order an implied assurance of safety; (») 
order tends to throw servant off his guard; 
(ec) necessity for prompt («@ 
direct order tends to negative voluntariness 
of action; (VII.) when direct orders will 
not justify the servant’s obedience: (VITI.) 
negligence in respect to the manner of car- 
rying out the order; (IX.) specific order no 
excuse unless the servant's act was induced 
by it; (X.) by whose orders the master is 
bound 

Liability for injuries received by the servant 
in the performance of duties outside the 
scope of his original contract :—(I.) Intro- 
ductory; (II.) no recovery where servant 


obedience ; 


undertakes new functions proprio motu and 
without master’s acquiescence; (III.) when 
negligence is predicated of a command to 
do work outside the scope of original con- 
tract; (IV.) risks of work outside scope 
of employment, when deemed to be as- 
sumcd; (V.) doctrine of common employ- 
ment qualified as regards servants working 
} outside the scope of their employment; 
(VI.) contributory negligence as a defense; 
| (VIT.) absence of compulsion, an essential 
element of assumption of risks and contrib- 
utory negligence : (a) generally; (b) protest 
or objection by servant; (c) fear of losing 
position 
Money. See CONFEDERATE MONEY. 
Municipal Corporations; turning sew- 
age into waters, see WATE:s. 
Negligence. See MASTER AND SERVANT. 
Nuisance, See WATEKS. 
| Officers: injunction against enforcing con- 
tracts to obtain office 





Sewers; pollution of waters by, see WATERS. 


Usury; conflict of laws as to limitation of 

| actions for 

Waters; right of municipal corporation to 
drain sewage into waters:—(I.) Introduc- 
tion; (II.) statutory authority; (IIT.) taking 
or damaging property; (1V.) miscellaneous 
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Among the New Decisions. 


Adverse Possession. 





A parol transfer by the first to the second 





possessor of property held adversely, w 





ith 


succession of occupancy, is held, in Llinois 
Steel Co. v. Budzisz (Wis.) 48 L. R. A. 880, 


to be sufficient to unite the two possessions 


| into one for the purpose of acquiring title 
adverse possession. 


Bonds. 





by 


Bonds issued for the purpose of refunding 


an existing indebtedness of a city are held, 
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National Life Ins. Co. 0. Mead (S. D.) 48 
L. R. A. 785, to be merely a new form of the 
old indebtedness, and not to constitute any 
new or additional indebtedness within the 
meaning of a constitutional provision limiting 
indebtedness. 





Carriers. 





The right of passengers to carry with them 
small packages of merchandise is held, in 
Runyan o. Central R. Co. (N. J.) 48 L. R. A. 
744, to be one that is not given by the com- 
mon-law contract of carriage, and for which 
usage must not only be clear and explicit, 
but also something more than mere accom 
modation acquiesced in for a time by the 
carrier. 





Conflict of Laws. 


A special statute of limitations applicable 
to liabilities arising under statutes, acts of 
incorporation, or by operation of law is held, 
in Brunswick Terminal Co, 0. National Bunk 
(C. C. A. 4th C.) 48 L. R. A. 625, to consti- 
tute a part of a subsequent act of incorpora- 
tion, and therefore to be controlling in another 
state in an action to enforce stockholder’s 
liability. 





Constitutional Law. 





The question whether a proposed constitu- 
tional amendment is in violation of a pro- 
vision aguinst submitting more than one 
amendment in a single question, and also the 
question whether the proposition has received 
a majority, are held, in State ez rel. McClurg 
». Powell (Miss.) 48 L. R. A. 652, to be 
judicial questions which the courts must 


decide, notwithstanding the fact that the 
legislature has declared the amendment 
adopted. 


A statute requiring railroad companies to 
issue 1000-mile tickets at reduced prices is 
held, in Purdy v. Erie R. Co. (N. Y.) 48 
L. R. A. 669, not to constitute a deprivation 
of the property of the railroad company with- 
out due process of law, if the company has 
acquired its property rights and franchises 
efter the statute was enacted. 

A statute requiring a county to pay a penalty 


of $5,000 for the death of any person caused | 


by lyncbing is held constitutional in Cham- 
paign County » Church (Ohio) 48 L. R. A. 
738, against the contentions that it violates 





without due process of law, exercises judicial 
functions by the legislature, and imposes 
taxes for unconstitutional purposes, 

A statute which prohibits a person who 
sells an article from giving to the purchaser, 
as part of the same transaction, a stamp, 
coupon, or other device entitling him to receive 
some well-defined article from a third person 
is held, in State c. Dalton (R. L) 48 L. R. A. 
775, to be an unwarrantable interference 
with the individual liberty guaranteed by the 
Constitution. 





Contracts. 


A general assignment for creditors, made 
by a contractor, is held, in Vandegrift ». 
Cowles Engineering Co. (N. Y.) 48 L. R. A. 
685, not to abrogate the contract or constitute 
a breach of it, so as to entitle the other party 
to take possession of unfinished work before 
the expiration of the agreed time for perform- 
ance, although the assignment does not pro- 
vide for the assignee’s execution of the con- 
tract, 





Corporations, 


The right of a stockholder to inspect books 
of the corporation is held, in Cincinnati 
Volksblatt Co. v. Hoffmeister (Ohio) 48 
L. R. A. 732, not to depend upon the motive 
or purpose of the stockholder. 





Drains, 

The right of a city to discharge sewers into 
a river to the damage of riparian proprietors 
is denied in Platt Bros. ». Waterbury (Conn.) 
48 L. R. A. 691, holding that such damage is 
not merely consequential, but a direct appro- 
priation of property rights, for which com- 
pensation is required by the Constitution. 

Contrary to the above decision, it is held, 
in Valparaiso ». Hagen (Ind.) 48 L. R. A. 707, 
that such damages are merely consequential, 
and give riparian owners no right to compen- 
sation, where the sewage is discharged skii- 
fully and in conformity to statute. Such a 
nuisance is held in Smith v. Sedalia (Mo.) 48 
L. R. A. 711, to be a private one, for which 
the Jandowner may maintain a private action 
for damages. This case also holds that there 
is a constitutional right to compensation for 
such damages under a provision against taking 
or damaging private property without just 


¢he right of trial by jury, takes property | compensation. 
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The discharge of such sewers into a river 
where the tide ebbs and flows, if authorized 
by statute, is held, in Grey ez rel. Simmons 2. 
Paterson (N. J.) 48 L. R. A. 717, to give 
riparian owners no right to damages, as their 
title extends only to high-water mark; but 
above the ebb and flow of the tide, where 
their title extends to the middle of the stream, 
the pollution of the river by sewage is held to 
give them a right to just compensation. Sayre 
©. Newark (N. J.) 48 L. R. A. 722, is another 
case in the same state to the same effect, 
holding that the legislature can confer the 
right to use tidal streams as outlets for public 
sewers, and that a pollution thereby of the 
water and air in the neighborhood of a dock, 
lessening the value of the private property, 
would not justify an injunction against con- 
structing and operating the sewer. 





Ejectment. 


The right to mesne profits in case of eject- 
ment against a defaulting vendee in a land 
contract who gave a defense bond is sustained 
in Credle v. Ayers (N. C.) 48 L. R. A. 751, 
which holds that the measure of damages for 


tion to her benefit as alimony of the income of 
property held in trust for the support ot her 
former husband. 

A contract by which a husband agrees to 
pay money to his wife in discharge of his obli- 
gation to support her is held, in Henderson ¢. 
Henderson (Or.) 48 L. R. A. 766, not to be 
against public policy, when it is made, not 
for the purpose of a voluntary separation, but 
after a separation has actually occurred on 
account of the misconduct of one of the parties 
which justified it. 





Injunction. 





An injunction against the passage of an 
ordinance within the general power of the 
municipality, creating a contract between a 
city and a street-railway company, is held, in 
State ex rel. Ross v. Superior Court (Wis.) 
48 L. R. A. 819, to be void for want of juris- 
diction, whether the ordinance is authorized 
by law or not, since its passage is a legislative 
act which the court has no power to supervise. 

The rule denying a remedy to a person 
in pari delicto is held, in Basket v. Moss (N.C.) 
48 L. R. A. 842, not to prevent equitable 


. ' . : . | . . 
withholding the possession is the actual rental | relief against the enforcement of a power of 
value of the land, irrespective of what may/sale in a mortgage which is against public 


have been gathered from it. 





Emblements, 


Annual crops raised by labor on land held 
by a tenant for life are held, in Noble 2. 


Tyler (Ohio) 48 L. R. A. 735, to be assets of | 


the estate, whether severed or not at the time 
of his death. 





Highways, 





The lack of barriers on the side of ap- 
proaches to a bridge are held, in Bell v. Wayne 
(Wash.) 48 L. R. A. 644, not sufficient to 
make a municipality liable for injuries in case 
a team goes off the bank, when the roadway 
was wide enough for two teams to pass with- 
out difliculty, and the fright of a horse was 
the proximate cause of the accident. 





Husband and Wife. 


The remarriage of a divorced woman to one 
whose ability to support her is unquestionable, 
is held, in Wetmore v. Wetmore (N, Y.) 48 


policy because given to influence or procure 
appointment to a public office. 





Insurance. 


An assignable cause of action on a policy of 


| indemnity against employer's liability for dam- 


ages through injuries to employees is held, in 
Fenton v. Fidelity & C. Co. (Or.) 48 L. R. A. 
770, to arise as soon as the accident occurs, 
although the assured is insolvent and cannot 
pay the claim against him, where the policy 
provides that the insurer shall have immediate 
notice of an accident and exclusive power to 
settle and adjust the claim. 





Judgment, 





A final decree in another state awarding a 
definite sum as alimony, when rendered 
against a defendant in a divorce proceeding 
over whom the court had jurisdiction, is held, 
in Lynde v. Lynde (N. Y.) 48 L. R. A. 679, to 
be enforceable; but there was a refusal to 
enforce provisions as to future alimony, and 


L. R. A. 666, to preclude the further applica- | as to equitable remedies therefor. 
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Master and Servant. 





A charge to the jury that a master should 
instruct his employee as to the nature, force, 
and probable effect of the explosion of a pot 
of molten metal in case it comes in contact 
with water, and that it is not suilicient merely 
to instruct that an explosion is likely,to follow 
such contact, is upheld in Ribich v. Lake 
Superior Smelting Co. (Mich.) 48 L. R. A. 649 

The servant of a truckman who is sent by 
his master, who pays him, with a horse to a 


warehouse, to use the horse in operating 
} 


tackle for hoisting goods, is held, in Murray | 


v. Dwight (N. Y.) 48 L. R. A. 673, not to be 
a fellow servant of the warehouseman’s serv- 
ants, by whose negligence he is injured when 
putting the blocks and tackle in place,although 
he works under the direction of the ware- 
houseman’s foreman. 

Whether or not an employee acts properly 
in obeying an order of a foreman to take 
bottles to an upper floor by the use of au ele- 
vator is held, in Dallemand v. Saalfeldt (Iil.) 
48 L. R. A. 758, to be a question for the jury. 

A brakeman who jumps upon the caboose of 
a moving train on which he is not employed, 
for the purpose of looking for his clothing, 
which he had left in the caboose at the end of 
a former trip, and who jumps off when 
through with his search, is held, in Olson 2. 
Minneapolis & St. L. R. Co. (Minn.) 48 L. R. 
A. 796, not to be within the scope of his em- 
ployment, or within the scope of his license, 


if he had a license by custom to go back to the | 


caboose after his clothing that he had left 
there. 


Mines. 





The right to use a gas pump to increase the 
production of an oil well is upheld in Jones ». 
Forest Oil Co. (Pa.) 48 L. R. A. 748, although 
it will reduce the production of wells on 
adjoining property. 


Public Improvements, 


An assessment for grading an alley based 
solely on the cost of the work in front of the 
abutting lots, without regard to benefits, and 


apportioned by the front foot, is held, in | 


Kersten 2. Milwaukee (Wis.) 48 L. R. A. 851, 
to be arbitrary and void. 


Religious Societies, 


The employment of a pastor whose teach- 
ings are inconsistent with those of the sect to 
which the church belongs is held, in Franke 


v. Mann (Wis.) 48 L. R. A. 856, to be beyond 
the lawful power of a majority of the mem- 
bers of a church corporation belonging to a 
| particular sect. 


Taxes, 


Railway cars owned by a foreign corpora- 
tion which has no place of business in the 
state, when leased to various shippers and 
used on trips in or through the state, are held, 
in Union Refrigerator Transit Co. ». Lynch 
| (Utah) 48 L. R. A. 790, to have a situs within 
| the state for the purpose of taxation. 


Timber, 


Timber cut under a parol license before any 
| notice of revocation of the license is held, in 
| Bruley ov. Garvin (Wis.) 48 L. R..A. 839, not 
| to become the property of a subsequent pur- 
| chaser of the land who had no valid contract 
| therefor before the timber was cut, although 
by such contract the license would be revoked 
| pro tanto so far as it remained unexecuted. 





Trover. 


A purchaser of property in good faith from 
| one who holds it under an agreement by which 
|a third person has retained the title thereto is 
| held, in Wood o. Nichols (R. 1) 48 L. R. A. 
| 773, to be liable for conversion, if he sells the 
property again, although he is not in posses- 
sion of the property. 


Trusts. 





An allowance necessary for the maintenance 
of an infant is held, in Pitts 7. Rhode Island 
Hospital Trust Co. (R. I.) 48 L. R. A. 783, to 
be within the power of a court of equity to 
make out of income of a trust in the residue 
of an estate, providing for the use of the in- 
come to educate the child, but without making 
| any provision for its maintenance, where the 
mother joins in the request for the allowance, 
and she is the only other person entitled to 
| any part of the income. 
| The best interests of infant owners of an 

estate in remainder requiring an allowance to 
them of an immediate benefit for their main- 
tenance and education is held, in Ruggles ». 
| Tyson (Wis.) 48 L. R. A. 809, insufficient to 
| warrant a court of equity in making an allow- 
| ance to them from the trust estate during the 
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existence of a life tenancy, where the trust ** Elliott’s Law of Roads and Streets.” 2d 
not only fails to give them any interest until} Ed. (Bowen-Merrill Co., Indiauapolis, Ind.) 
after the life tenant’s death, but also makes|1 Vol. $6. 

their intcrest contingent by giving the life} ‘‘ Reprint Edition of 12 and 13 Louisiana 
tenant a discretion as to the distribution of | Annual Reports.” (F. F. Hansel & Bro., New 








the estate. Orleans, La.) $25 Each. 
**Review of the Constitution of the United 
Waters, States.” By W. G. Bullitt. (The Robert 


—— | Clarke Co., Cincinnati, Ohio.) 1 Vol. $2. 
The owner of a ccity lot is held, in Carland| ‘‘Supplement to Pattison’s Digest.” (Vol. 

e. Aurin (Tenn.) 48 L. R. A. 862, to be subject 15.) (Gilbert Book Co., St. Louis, Mo.) 1 

to the same rule which governs rural property, | Vol. $7.50. 


by which he is denied the right to fill in or | 


raise the surface so as to prevent the natural | Recent Articles in Caw Journals 
flow of surf ice Water upon it from the higher | and Reviews. 


an —- ne 


ground of an adjoining owner. 


‘*Equitable Relief against Forfeiture by 








Wills, Breach of Covenant.”—22 Australian Law 
Times, 20. 
A will which consists of four pages in one} ‘The Study of the Natural Law.”—39 


sheet folded lengthwise down the middle is} American Law Register, N. S. 522. 

held, in Re Andrews (N. Y.) 48 L. R. A. 662,| ‘‘ The Revival of a Prior by the Revocation 
not to be subscribed at the end as required by | of a Later Will.”—39 American Law Register, 
statute, where the signature is on the second | N. 8., 505. 


page after a portion of the will, while there is| ‘** The Choice of Presidential Electors.” —34 
another portion on the third page without | American Law Review, 734. 


ia : ia hs leo 
anything to connect it with that part which is} ‘‘The Georgia Dumb Act of 1850.”—34 
above the signature. American Law Review, 726. 
inal ppinmnaiitaie 7” Municipal Boards of Health and Qu iran- 
tine Regulations.” —34 American Law Review, 
New Books. 722. 


—- ‘International Liability for Mob Injuries.” 
‘“‘Abbott’s Brief for Trial of Civil Issues.” | 34 American Law Review, 709. 

2d Ed. Revised and Greatly Enlarged. (The| «+ Suits against a State.”—34 American Law 
L. C. P. Co., Rochester, N.Y.) 1Vol. $4.50. | Review. 689. 

‘** Ewart on Estoppel.” (Callaghan & Co.,| ‘The Constitution and the New Territor- 
Chicago, Ill.) 1 Vol. $5. ies.”—34 American Law Review, 670. 

‘‘Lewis on Eminent Domain.” 2d Ed. ‘‘Address of the President of the American 
(Callaghan & Co.) 2 Vols. $12. Bar Association.”—34 American Law Review, 

‘*Gould on Waters.” 3d Ed. (Callaghan | 641. 

& Co.) 1 Vol. $6. | ‘*Women’s Wages.”—15 Political Science 

**Russcll on Police Powers of the State.” | Quarterly, 508. 

(Callaghan & Co.) 1 Vol. $2.50 Net. | ‘*The Currency Act of March 14, 1900.”— 

‘State and Federal Control of Persons and | 15 Political Science Quarterly, 482. 
Property.” By Christopher G, Tiedeman. ‘** Direct Taxes under the Constitution.”— 
(The F. H. Thomas Law Book Co., St. Louis, | 15 Political Science Quarterly, 452. 
Mo.) 2 Vols. $12. 

**Federal Digest.” Vols. 1-100 Federal 
Reporter and 1-20 Supreme Court Reporter. | 
(West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn.) 
Vols. $25. ‘ 

| 


*“Counci versus Mayor.”—15 Political Sci- 
ence Quarterly, 426. 

‘*The Constitution and New Territory.”— 
15 Political Science Quarterly, 381. 

** Disturbance at Public Meetings. ””—64 Jus- 
tice of the Peace, 561. 

‘Constitutional Limitations of the Police 





‘*Owen’s Quizzer.” New and Enlarged | 
Edition. (West Publishing Co.) 1 Vol. 


Sheep, $4. Cloth, $3.50. Power.’’—51 Central Law Journal, 225 
‘** Smith on Mortgage Foreclosure.” (Keefe-| ‘* What Constitutes an Assignment or Trans- 


Davidson Law Book Co., St. Paul, Minn.)| fer.”—51 Central Law Journal, 204. 
1Vol. $4. : ‘* Liability of Municipal Corporations for 
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Damages Resulting from Defective Plans of 
Construction.” —51 Central Law Journal, 185. 
“Defense of Self or of One’s Belongings.” 
—22 Australian Law Times, 14. 
“Trusts, Monopolies, and Combinations.” — 
20 National Corporation Reporter, 977. 
“Actions by Trustees in Bankruptcy.”—39 
American Law Register, N. S. 543. 


Ghe Humorous Side. 


A Smatu SpeciMEN.—The littleness of a/| 
man who deserts his wife is shown by a recent 
It was 
upon an absconding 


legal notice. served by publication 
husband and was ad- 
dressed to ‘‘ G—. W—. C—., whose last known 
residence was Postoflice Box 1787, Boston, 
Mass.” The man must have shrunk 
contemplating his own conduct. 


while 


Ir Gave Hiw a Patn.—An English judge 
recently said it made him feel ill every time 
he heard the word ‘‘ prior” used for ‘‘ before,” 
and that counsel would really oblige his lord- 
ship very much if he would not so use it. 
Wouldn’t it ‘‘jar” his lordship if he had to 
hear that American provincialism which sub 
stitutes “like” for ‘‘as,” just like one was 
like the other. 


Capacity TO SwALLow.—A Missouri judge, 


speaking disrespectfully concerning the opin- 
ion of a learned college professor as to the | 
power of suction exerted by a moving train | 
upon a boy standing beside the track. said: 
‘* Neither courts nor juries are required to be- 


lieve it. If they do, the esophagi of their 
credulities must be abnormally enlarged.” 

A Grover ApPEAL.—A New York attor- | 
ney is moved by our recent anecdote of Judge 
Grover to say that he has more than once 
heard it said of an attorney who had sustained 
@ final defeat, that his only recourse was a 
**Grover appeal” (2. @., ‘‘to go down to the 
tavern and swear at the court).” The form of 
Judge Grover’s original statement, however, as 
we have usually heard it, was that a defeated | 
attorney had his choice between two remedies, 
either to appeal or ‘‘to go down, etc.” 

THE Scope OF THE FIFTEENTH AMEND- 
MENT.—An eminent attorney of New Orleans 
sends the following quotation from a charge 
to the grand jury delivered a short time after 
the “‘late unpleasantness,” by a reconstruction | 
judge of the United States circuit court. He| 


COMMENT. 


referred to the newly adopted amendment as 
follows: ‘‘ Gentlemen of the grand jury, in 
conclusion I charge you that the Fifteenth 
Amendment is an oracle with but a single 
thought; freedom on earth for all for whom 
Christ died.” Our correspondent adds that 
this judge afterwards resigned from the bench 


| in order to escape impeachment. 


DESCRIBING A SHysTER.—‘‘ This appeal is 
the latest, and, it is to be hoped, the final, ef- 
fort of a blind and hopeless struggle to escape 
the inevitable result of a perfectly regular 
judgment of acourt of competent jurisdiction, 
founded upon a just and proper verdict. It 
was the misfortune of the appellant to be repre- 
sented in the court below, and in the prepar- 


| ation of the brief filed in her own name in this 


court, by one whose extraordinary proceedings 
in other appeals have been repeated here, and 


which make it difficult to extend to this appeal 
|the patience and consideration which should 


be unfailing, no matter how severely the for- 
bearance of the court may be taxed. To char- 
acterize the brief of the appellant as an ‘ argu- 
ment’ would be an abuse of terms. Indeed, 
to dignify the proceedings of her counsel with 
the name of ‘litigation’ would be as great an 
abuse; for litigation, in its proper sense, can- 
not be conducted without some knowledge of 
legal principles andrules, and an intelligent 
and orderly procedure in compliance there- 


| with.” 


A ‘‘PEeTIon” AGAINST A “ Raati Roap.”— 
A literal copy of the allegations of what the 
plaintiff’s attorney indorsed as a ‘ Petion” 
against the ‘‘ Illinois centeral Raail Road Com- 
paneny,” is as follows:—‘'I the plaintiff m— 
T—, who sues for as next friende of W— S—, 
who is under 21 years of age and her Son and 
his father is dead 2nd says that said defendany 


| by its agents and servents or imployees to wit, 
;one mr Taylor did on or about January 1900 


arrest or have arrested and foulceley imprris. 
ioned for him said W— S— Selverel days and 
Knights in the Princeton Jail County of Cal. 
well Ky. 


3 says said Companey by its agent or serv- 


| ents or imployee of said Companey or defend- 
| ant illinois centeral Raail Road Companey did 


gave Whiskey to Said Boy W— S— and made 
him Drunk and uncomsious and helpless and 
While in this condision put Said Boy in Said 
Jail depriveing him of his free right of liberty, 

and thereby in the damage tothe Plaintiff in 
the Some of Nineteen hundered dollars.” 








